
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH15508 December 17, 2007 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 5:45 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 40 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
until approximately 5:45 p.m. 

f 
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AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mrs. JONES of Ohio) at 5 
o’clock and 49 minutes p.m. 

f 

WAIVING REQUIREMENT OF 
CLAUSE 6(a) OF RULE XIII WITH 
RESPECT TO CONSIDERATION OF 
CERTAIN RESOLUTIONS 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, by 
direction of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 873 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 873 

Resolved, That the requirement of clause 
6(a) of rule XIII for a two-thirds vote to con-
sider a report from the Committee on Rules 
on the same day it is presented to the House 
is waived with respect to any resolution re-
ported on the legislative day of December 17, 
2007, providing for consideration of any of 
the following measures: 

(1) The Senate amendment to the bill (H.R. 
2764) making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of State, foreign operations, and re-
lated programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other purposes. 

(2) The Senate amendments to the bill 
(H.R. 6) to reduce our Nation’s dependency 
on foreign oil by investing in clean, renew-
able, and alternative energy resources, pro-
moting new emerging energy technologies, 
developing greater efficiency, and creating a 
Strategic Energy Efficiency and Renewables 
Reserve to invest in alternative energy, and 
for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts is recog-
nized for 1 hour. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, for 
the purpose of debate only, I yield the 
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART). All time yielded during 
consideration of the rule is for debate 
only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers be given 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on House Resolution 873. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, H. Res. 873 waives 
clause 6(a) of rule XIII, which requires 
a two-thirds vote to consider a rule on 
the same day it is reported from the 
Rules Committee. This waiver would 
apply to any rule reported on Decem-
ber 17 that provides for consideration 
of the omnibus appropriations bill or 

the Senate-amended energy bill. 
Madam Speaker, the Rules Committee 
has reported a separate rule for the en-
ergy bill, but the House is not expected 
to take up the Senate-amended energy 
bill tonight. 

With passage of this rule, the House 
will move one step closer to passing 
the omnibus appropriations bill that 
will fund the government outside of the 
Department of Defense, which we have 
already funded. It’s an important bill, 
and although it is not everything I 
wanted, I believe it deserves to be ap-
proved in its current form. 

Madam Speaker, Democrats took 
over the majority in the House and the 
Senate with a promise of a new direc-
tion for America. The House moved an 
aggressive and positive agenda forward, 
including the timely consideration and 
passage of the fiscal year 2008 appro-
priations bills. Unfortunately, the 
President and the Republican leader-
ship of the House and the Senate are 
still stuck in the past. Instead of work-
ing with Democrats in moving towards 
a new direction, the Republican leaders 
in the House and Senate did everything 
they possibly could to delay and ob-
struct the process until we had no op-
tion but to bring an omnibus appro-
priations bill to the floor. 

In fact, the Senate minority leader, 
Senator MCCONNELL, actively blocked 
consideration of these appropriations 
bills. Why would the Republican lead-
ership block these bills from even 
being considered in the Senate? The 
answer, Madam Speaker, is that they 
were playing politics. Instead of allow-
ing important funding for our roads 
and bridges, funding for the sick and 
the hungry, funding to protect our food 
system and funding for homeland secu-
rity, the Republican leadership decided 
to block these funds to try to score po-
litical points. 

So when my friends on the other side 
of the aisle complain that we are not 
considering these bills individually, re-
member that they were the ones that 
prevented us from doing just that. 
That’s unfortunate but it’s reality. The 
reality is that because of Senate rules, 
it takes 60 votes to order pizza, let 
alone to consider and vote on impor-
tant pieces of legislation. 

All told, the Democratic majority 
wanted to pass appropriations bills 
that were fully paid for and that in-
creased spending by $22 billion over the 
President’s request. The President and 
his allies here in Congress said, No, no, 
that’s too much. That’s too much for 
education, too much for health care, 
too much for medical research, too 
much for veterans. The irony, of 
course, is that the President continues 
to ask for hundreds of billions of dol-
lars for the war in Iraq, none of it paid 
for. Billions to patch the alternative 
minimum tax, none of it paid for. 

Some of my Republican friends, as I 
read in the press, are now proclaiming 
a great ‘‘victory’’ because the omnibus 
bill meets the President’s top-line 
number. Let’s take a look at that. 

Because of the Republicans, there 
will be fewer medical research grants 
at NIH than Democrats would have 
liked. ‘‘Congratulations,’’ I guess. 

Because of Republicans, there will be 
fewer cops on the beat than Democrats 
would have liked. ‘‘Job well done,’’ I 
suppose. 

Because of the Republicans, there is 
less funding for important education 
programs that Democrats would have 
liked. ‘‘Mission accomplished,’’ my Re-
publican friends. 

The fact is that this Republican so- 
called ‘‘victory’’ is hollow at best. And 
I’ve been wracking my brain all day, 
but I just can’t remember the Repub-
lican campaign commercial from last 
fall that said, ‘‘Vote for me and I’ll fol-
low the President off the cliff and 
spend billions more in Iraq while I cut 
domestic priorities.’’ Maybe that com-
mercial did exist and it just didn’t run 
in Massachusetts. 

Despite all of that and despite the 
Republican obstruction, Chairman 
OBEY has put together a bill that 
makes important new investments in 
our national priorities. More money 
than the President wanted for medical 
research and rural health. More money 
than the President wanted for K–12 
education. More money than the Presi-
dent wanted for renewable energy and 
energy efficiency. More money than 
the President wanted for homeland se-
curity, for local law enforcement, for 
our crumbling infrastructure. And per-
haps most importantly, more money 
than the President wanted and re-
quested for our veterans. All of that 
changed, all of that progress because of 
this new Democratic majority. 

Madam Speaker, unlike last year, we 
are getting our work done. We are com-
pleting our appropriations bills, not 
kicking the can down the road with an-
other continuing resolution, which is 
what the Republicans did last year 
when they controlled both Houses of 
Congress and the White House, I should 
add. And the same-day rule before us 
takes us one step closer to making that 
happen. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Madam Speaker, I would like 
to thank the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts for the time, and I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, ‘‘I rise in strong op-
position to this martial law rule and in 
opposition to the outrageous process 
that continues to plague this House. 
We have before us a martial law rule 
that allows the leadership to once 
again ignore the rules of the House and 
the procedures and the traditions of 
this House. Martial law is no way to 
run a democracy no matter what your 
ideology, no matter what your party 
affiliation.’’ 

Madam Speaker, those are not my 
words; those are the words of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts. He spoke 
those words on the floor on several oc-
casions last year regarding what he 
eloquently called a ‘‘martial law rule.’’ 
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